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Combining traditional methods with experimental skills is of course not easy work. In a time of more and more specialisation, it is increasingly difficult to truly master more than one research traditions. For this reason, CSR 2.0 has also brought more collaborative forms of conducting and consequently publishing research, which in turn has made new institutional settings possible -and necessary. In 2011, the Laboratory for the Experimental Research of Religion (LEVYNA) in Brno became the first research and educational structure in the world exclusively dedicated to experimental approaches to the study of religion.
To celebrate, discuss, and critically assess what Sørensen and Nielbo in this issue call the "experimental turn" in the cognitive science of religion, in October 2012 LEVYNA hosted a conference with the title Homo Experimentalis: Experimental Approaches in the Study of Religion. This special issue presents a peer-reviewed selection of the papers presented at that conference.
The opening paper of the issue by Joseph Bulbulia discusses the virtues of "model-based, hypothesis-driven research," and stresses the mutually beneficial ways in which traditional humanists and CSR experimentalists can-and should-productively interact. After presenting various examples of state-ofthe-art CSR research coming from his own work and that of his colleagues, Bulbulia, like a true experimentalist, offers three specific, falsifiable predictions about the near future of the field. First, he expects that over the next few years experimental paradigms will become increasingly common in the discipline of religious studies, although he wisely cautions that experiments will not be able to answer every question about religion. Second, he expects that the proportion of inter-disciplinary collaborations that cut across the sciences and the humanities will continue to grow in CSR. And third, he expects that historians of religion will more frequently appeal to biological models and methods (like phylogenetics) to better inform our knowledge of the past, aided by existing and forthcoming technological and methodological advances. In closing, Bulbulia offers some wise advice to young CSR scholars.
Having thus set the tone, the issue presents four more papers that are indicative of the breadth and versatility of the work conducted in CSR. Justin Lane makes an argument for the use of computer modelling, an alternative to experimentation, in studying complex social phenomena such as religious ones; Porubanova et al. present evidence from a laboratory experiment on memory for minimally counterintuitive concepts; Jonathan Jong reviews experimental and correlational evidence on the role of death anxiety in religious belief; and Sørensen and Nielbo present critical musings on the place and role of experimental research in the cognitive science of religion. Finally, in keeping with the tradition we started in our first issue, we include a variety of book reviews relevant to CSR scholars.
The articles included in this issue are only a small selection of those presented at the Homo Experimentalis conference, which was also followed by a summit where the leaders of the biggest CSR centres worldwide presented their views on the present and future of the experimental research of religion. Based on the success of the conference and the lively and lengthy discussion that followed, and assessing the overall state of the art in the field, I chime in with Bulbulia's prediction that experimental studies will be at the forefront of the cognitive science of religion both in the short and in the long term.
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